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Dear Sirs: 

This is an Appeal from an Office Action dated July 20, 2006. finally rejecting each of 
the pending claims, 5, 7, 20, 24, 28 and 29. The Notice of Appeal was filed on January 19, 
2007, The period to file this Appeal Brief expires- on March 19, 2007. 

L REAL PARTY IN INTEREST 

The real party in interest in this matter is Access Systems Americas, inc. 

2. RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES' 
There are no related appeals or interferences. 

3, STATUS OF THE CLAIM'S 

Claims 5, 7, 20, 24, 28 and 29 are pending in this application. (Seethe Appendix), 
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5. SUMMARY OF THE CLAIMED SUBJECT MATTER 

Use invention generally relates to displaying information on a hand held device. 

Claim 5 recites a method tor displaying information comprises displaying computer 
generated information in a display screen region of a hand held device (FIGS. 2 A. 28, Pages 
H'5-13) i n ar= area identified by permanent printing {see FIGS. 2A, feature 2 10;. The hand 
held device comprises a main display screen region (210) distinct from the display screen 
region ;2.?U) and the main display screen region is free of any area of permanent printing. 
The display screen region .220) is implemented using a first display screen unit (2501 and 
main display screen region is implemented using a second display screen unit <3<i0). The 
method rurther comprises displaying computer generated information on the first display 
screen unit automatically in response to a signal for turning off the second display screen unit, 

Cla^m 7 recites a method for displaying information comprising displaying computer 
generated information on a display screen region of a hand held device (See PIGS. 2A, 2B, 
Pages 10-13) in an area identified by permanent printing. The hand held device comprises a 
main display screen region -210} distinct From the display screen region (220y and the display 
screen region (2 1 0} is free of any area of permanent printing. The display screen region (220) 
is implemented using a first display screen unit (250), and the main display screen region is 
implemented nsing a second display screen unit (.VI 0). The method further comprises 
sending information for a cioe'e display (Page 1 7, i ines II - i 2, page 22, i ines 2 1 -22. FIG . 8) to 
the fhst disc \o scjcco uht automatically in response to a signal for turning off the 
oecocd d;sfO icseeii ar.hf vHSs, 
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The system of claim 20 recites a hand held computer system comprising, a firs;, display 
screen region {220} for displaying first computer generated information, the first display 
screen region (220) identified by permanent printing. The system further ;.ompm;es a second 
display scree?; region {210} for displaying second information, therein the first display screen 
regfor; and the second display screen region are implemented as the first display screen unit 
(250) and the second di^lay screen unit 1340) and wherein the first display screen unit is 
configured to turn on automatically in response to a signal turning off the second display 
screen unit (FIG. 8.. page 20. lines 8-9}. 

Claim 2-1 recites a method for displaying information, the method being practice in 
hand held computer system (FIGS. 2 A. 2B. pages 10-1.1}, the method comprising displaying 
program information on a main display screen region Q 10) of the hand held computer system 
and in response to an event, displaying computer generated information on a second display 
screen region (2 1 0's identified by permanent printing therein, wherein the displaying computer 
generated information does not interfere with the displaying program information on the main 
display screen region (FIGS. 2A, 2B). Furthermore, the event via an incoming phone call 
(step 550. FIG. 5 > and the computer generated information is a dialog (step 555, FIG. 5 ■ 
enabling the receipt of the phone call. 

6. GROUPING OF THE CLAIMS 

The claims may be grouped as follows. 

1 . Claims 1 , 5, 7, 24 and 28 are directed to a method embodiment of the 
invention; 

2. Claims 20 and 29 are directed to a device embodiment of the invention. 
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A separate basis for patentability exists for each group of claims. However, except to 
the extent otherwise indicated below, the respective groups of claims stand or fall together tor 
purposes of this appeal, 

7. GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE RE VIEWED ON APPEAL 

\rpei!a;:us u'sivUiuio request that the rejection -under ^ t \>> C. $10/ claims \ 7, 
:S yno > i e re^ sewed or appeal. srsvitieaiK, Appdiams ^Molt thai one a >tn sUH in 
the u n,0 -v- haw settle ; em monv.dNi or surest. on h\ a preponOer; nee the ^idence 
t.- c< nshine f S. Patent \<». <>.8r,640 10 !>croehcr rDe^'ne^K I'A. Publication V>. 

00^ i3b*u«KobJj^h!f"koKoash!l and the I !aridivi«k ^rPalm \ o^ani-vr. \9w 
<"*o- --a :•' -o render the elaans unpatentable under vxihn i 0* 

8. ARGUMENT 

A. istrodaetioiu History and Claims 

Appellants Hied this application on 08/29/2001. Appellants have made several 
amendment to the claims to bring them into their current state as welt as arguing that one of 
skill in the art would not have sufficient motivation or suggestion to combine cited 
references. According]} 1 . Appellants now have appealed this case and request review of the 
analysis under which the prior urt references have been combined. 

In Appellants' response after final rejection we have cited extensively i'ro-ts the MPHP 
the balancing of burdens in establishing a prima facie ease of obviousness. We incorporate 
herein by reference all of the particular Citations and make special note of the legal standard 
nf the preponderance of the evidence which requires the evidence \a be snore convincing for 
the obviousness to combine the references than rite evidence which is offered in opposition fo 
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jod i:c : teaching- ;s a vhofo, neiiidmg porting that w tc-aek -j^n the 
combination. 

B> Arguments 

In the Final Office Action and in the response to our arguments, the Examiner asserts 



"1* h evident that the input means listed above by 3COM does not offer 
"tiding a touch screen region te.g., graffiti writing area) as a sub-display for 
displaying computer gene-rated information (e.g.. "sofC keys, window notification, 
etc.;. the sub-display being different than that of a main display unit (e.g., screen), as 
taoghusnggested by DEROCRER. Thus. is. would have beers obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the an to modify the teachings of 3COM in view ofDEROCI HiiR, as 
derailed above, fur providing a user with another means of entering information 
(DEliOCHER: column 7, lines 10-12). 

Theresa- the teachings of 3COM and DEROCI1ER taken collectively would 
have suggested to one of ordinary skill in Die art the displaying of computer generated 
Information In a display >creen region of a hand held device in an area Identified by 
permanent printing {e.g., a touch screen region as a sub-display region, ihc sub-dispiav 
being different than that ot'a main display unit of an electronic device?." 

Appellants respect folly traverse this analysis and note that, as shall be set forth next. 

the teachings of 3COM and Deroeher taken collectively would not have suggested to <>ne of 

ordinary skill in the art the displaying of computer generated information in a display screen 

of a handheld device in an area identified by permanent printing. Notably, the portion of 

Deroeher cited by the examiner on pages 2 and 3 of the Final Office. Action is column ?, lines 

1-12. Here. Deroeher teaches the following: 

"The use of an 01, ED. a touch pad that presents the appearance and perforins the 
functions of the user-definable or \sofi' keys {FI-F2 on many standard keyboards) is 
used to augment or to replace these keys. Thus, applications that require input fiom 
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these Key? can provide tiic user with the opportunity to make use of the touch pad to 
ester this information. Further, other application* that occasions lly present a window 
that notifies the user of a sped tic, required action can present this information by way 
of the touch pad. The touch pad can then he used to receive the required input, thus 
providing the user vsith another means of entering the required information." 

There are several important characteristics of this paragraph that must he considered. 
First, as k shown in Figure - ; and figure 8. the context oi the touch pad in Derocbcr continues 
to he for a standard laptop or desktop computer. For example, the reference to the "soff 
keys. FI-F12 on a standard keyboard certainly leads one of skill In the art. in connection with 
the overall teachings of Derociier. to taking a standard touch sensitive pad on a desktop or a 
iaptop computer and providing soft keys on that touch pad. Notably, in that context, one of 
skill in rise art would certain iy recognize that there is a separate display which is not loach 
sensitive und which ntay be connected to the standard keyboard as on a laptop or separate 
from the keyboard as is used in most desktop computers. There is also, as is known in the art 
an element of separation between the touch pad and the display screen. Because the main 
display- screen in Dcrocher Is not touch sensitive and does not enable user Input, the 
disclosure its column '■ introduces the ability of the user to use the touch pad to be presented 
with and select the-: soft keys. 

The Final Office Action asserts that because the graffiti writing area of 3COM does 
not offer a loach screen region as a sub-display for displaying computer generated 
information, that it would be obvious to use the teachings of Derocher to change the graffiti 
writing area such that information may be displayed, presumably for the purpose of enabling 
a user to input information by way of a touch pad. Appellants argue that such a need wou ld 
certainly not arise based in the Paint V device In 3COM for a very simple reason. As is 
shown on page 6 of 3COM, the screen and the graffiti writing -area are positioned right next to 
each other. The user can already- interact with the screen using a stylus. Soft "keys already 

6 



tent Appikatka He. } 8 Dockej Number: 3693 ACCESS. ASA 

exist on the screen as well QWS::RTY keyboard as b shown on page 19. iairihenTsore. next to 
the graffiti writing area are icons which the user can tap on to proceed with functions such as 
open applications, menus, calendar or to find text anywhere in data as is shown on page 15, 
The svrecn area of the Palm V device may be utilised to present a variety of diflert-nt images 
from which the user can use the stylus to interact, with the screen. For example, page i 9 
shows ihe keyboard in which the user can tap on variou.s portions of the keyboard and select 
whatever later is desired, As is known in. the art, this screen can be used to present a variety 
of different software applications presenting ''soft buttons' tor the user to enable the user to 
make appropriate selections. 

Appellants traverse the Examiners assertion that the disclosure of Derocher in 
column 7 would render it obvious to one of skill in die art to modify the graffiti writing area 
to provide user enabled soft kevs. The reason one of skill in the art would not receive a 
suggestion to do so is that the screen area of ihe Palm V device already is a touch sensitive 
screen and already presents user definable soft ke>> that arc in immediate proximity to the 
graffiti writing area. In other words, without the benefit of hindsight one of skill in the an 
would view the teachings <>fu>lumr> 7 of Derocher and realize that .software programs already 
exist to provide soft keys on the screen that the user can interact with. This functionality 
already exists and is readily available and easy to use for the user of a Palm V device. 
Appellants respectfully submit that the analysis on page 3 of the Fina* Office Action goes 
beyond what one of skill in the art would find obvious. Appellants have invented a novel and 
non-obvious method in handheld computer and respectfully submit that one of skill in the an 
would not make the mental jumps that are outlined in the Office Action to arrive at the 
present invention given the ability of the Palm V device to already easily present soft keys in 
the screen area that is adjacent to the graffiti writing area. Hindsight is necessary to force the 
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analysis in the Office Action, 

Appellants a!?, - traverse the Examiner's analysis in the Advisory Action in response to 
Appellants" arguments. The Examiner broadens the scope of the teachings of Derocher 
beyond what is actually taught in order to favor the obviousness analysis. The Examiner does 
this by misquoting the teachings of the reference to broaden the teachings beyond the scope of 
what fairly may be used. Far example, the Examiner asserts the Derocher teaches at column 
I. lines SM L a -hand-held competing device" the connotation thai the Examiner appears to 
derive from this is thai such a device would include Palm-like devices such as the Palm V. 
Thereafter, she Examiner uses the term "hand-held computing device ' when referring to the 
teachings of Derocher. However, Appellants note that Oeroeher does not refer to a -'hantl- 
lieki computing device 1 but. rather on line 8, teaches a "hand-held computer" a 'laptop 
computer, or similar computing resource"' wherein a touch pad is used as a graphical input 
de vice that conveys user Inputs which control the operation of the computing device. 

Appellants respectfully submit that without the benefit of hindsight, one would read 
this as wed as viewing the remaining disclosure of Derocher including Figures 1-8 and realize 
that this deals with laptop computers or a handheld '-computer" which, viewing the figures, 
would be understood to be a small computer having a standard QWERTY keyboard and a 
display. In places where Derocber references a "computing device" it is also limited to a 
device whose scope should be limited to a laptop computer rather than a Palm-type computer. 
For example, column 2, line 34 teaches a "computing device 5 includes touch pad ?, which 
enables the users- linger (S) to control operations of the computing device."' Figure i 
illustrates the "computing device 5" which is clearly too large to be a Palm-type device. Tills 
analysis supports Appellants" argument that because Deroeber's teachings arc limited to a 
laptop computer with a larger display screen and a touch pad that is used as a "mouse" to 
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eonve> use inputs, that teachings in column 7 enabling the touch pad to present soft ke>s Ibr 
selection is merely duplicative of the screen of the Palm V device and one. of skill in the art 
would recognize it as such. 

Appellants note the analysis in MPE? 2141.01 Section a.V. in which the Wang 



discussed. Mere, the Federal Circuit held thai, the two references cited were non-analogous 
even though they both deals with single in-line memory modules (SIMMs). In the present 
case- the frxamirter is reiving on the fact that the touch pad in Derocher is used to convey 
inputs which control the operations of the computing device where as 3COM atso receives 
user inputs thai control the operations of the computing device and thus, they arc analogous 
and that one of skill in the art would have motivation to combine these references. However, 
similar to the Wang Laboratories case where both prior art references ai*> dealt with 
essentially the exact same structure of single in-line memory modules, the Federal circuit 
found that because out SIMM related m industrial control it was not necessarily in the same 
Held of endeavor as the .subject mailer ofihe invention which involved memory circuits and 
related to compact modular memories. Appellants simply note this because merely the (aU 
that the laptop computers ofDerocher have a touch pad does not necessarily mean thai all 
other devices that have touch pads are automatically analogous and obvious to combine. 

Yet another important and unexplored reason exists why one of skit! in the art would 
not be motivated to use the Deroeher concept in the graffiti area oBCOM. As noted above, 
column 7. ofDerocher discusses specifically the user de unable sod keys which are explained 
to be the "Tl-Fir on many standard keyboards which is used to augment or replace these 
keys. As one of skill in the art would read that pan ofDerocher and then if 3COM were in 
from of them, then the first thing that person would do is seek to determine whether there is 




993 F.2d 858. 26 USPQ2D 1767 (fed.Cir. 1993.* is 
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any information about QWERTY keyboards m 3COM. Clearly, there Is. Pages 10 and 20 
disclose a standard keyboard which is presented in the screen area of the Palm V device. li is 
&c ^ndard QWERTY keyboard that is .shown with the various options to tap and modify the 
display. Appellants respectfully submit thai this direct teaching of keyboards in both 
references, rather than suggesting to one of skill in the art to use the graffiti portion to insert 
the F 1 «F 1 2 user definable keys, but rather one of ski! i in the art would simply receive the 
suggestion to add the F1-F12 keys to the soft keyboard shown on pages 19 and 20. In this 
regard, the suggestion would be simply to add another row to the keyboard that already exists. 
Appellants respectfully submit that again given the operable standard being only by a 
preponderance ofihe evidence, that this direct teaching in each prior art reference of a 
standard keyboard would lead one of skill in the an toward the use of the screen area in 
3COM rather than the graffiti area in 3COM to accomplish the purpose of replacing the user 
definable Fi-F 12 keys on standard keyboards in a touch sensitive display. In other words, 
certainly if one were to balance the suggestive power between placing these keys Ff«FI2 in 
either the standard screen in the Palm V device or the graffiti area on the Palm V device, 
Appellants respect fully submit that it is inescapable thai the suggestion given the presentation 
of a keyboard on the screen, that the reference would both suggest using the standard screen 
and also teach away from the use of the graffiti area for the addition of such soft keys. 

Appellants again respectfully assert That the objective suggestive power ofDerociier is 
limited to a laptop or handheld computer that is controlled by operation of a user's finger on 
the surface. Column 7 teaches that that touch pad may include some user definable soft keys 
wherein the user has the opportunity to tise the touch pad to effectively select one of the soft 
keys. This ftmciionalhy is already fondaraemal to fee Palm V device shown in 3COM, and 
already implemented 1st the screen area. Accordingly, one of skill in the art in looking at 
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these two references would not, by a preponderance of the evidence determine ro display 
computer generated information on the first display screen unit that i<; distinct from the .main 
display screen region because suvh functional iiy is easily and already implemented using the 
already existing touch sensitive screen area which Is used to provide soil keys. Accordingly, 
one of skill in the art would nor have sufficient motivation, by a preponderance of the 
evidence, to take the teachings of Derocher and implement them in the graffiti writing area of 
3COM because immediately adjacent to That writing area, such functionality already exists 
and is available to the user via the touch sensitive screen shown on page 6 of 3COM. 
Accordingly, Appellants respectfully request that the Board conclude that one of" skill in the 
an would not, by a preponderance of the evidence, have motivation to corn bine 3COM with 
Derocher and that this appeal be remanded with instructions to the Examinw to uikrw the 
present ease. 
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CONCLUSION 

In view of the above, Appellants submit that al l claims on appeal distinguish over the 
ait and respectfully request thai ifu- Examiner' $ rejections of these claims be reversed. 
Appellants Uwrelore. respect fully move ihh Board 10 reverse She Examiner'* decision 
rejec;h;g chims 5. 7. 20. 24, 28 and 29. 

i he Appeal Brief fee of 5500 has been paid. If necessary, the Commissioner for 
Patents is authorized so charge or credit the Deposit Account No. 50-3102 for any defici enc y 
iiL..0yerj>av;}je.j).i. 
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CLAIMS ON APP EAL 

1.-4. (Canceled) 

- ; !^ i ^s.';!."\ !> i\>.c{Hlv) A f\ fivd tin fii^-hvuu uu-r-ralvr. .oin-vv ' 
JapL ce^a'ed {n;."Tiatior -: a o-.^U, ^.jecn -^isn o: ? 

"uro .c! s 0v\ \ j v j)v.\i 'dcJj'Ju'o by perr-„me'it ;i:in*ftig <*lv,..'i vnc i\n . 
ncl J eV> so. ^v.,p^ses << r;\5 s< d '.pia> sen or ro^'or dssinui Uw\ sa d o.splax 
.-ex/ r -eid xvr.s-. -M-roo: 1 u-uii-n ire*.- i t\sr\ .jkj <»f ptrovnot^ 

pr.ntr v . \n ^\'!n li-vpi^ .vron region .v ^picmcmee ^ -h-pl^ 
sermon .«nd I rru.n disoby <\icen n js implenvred is ^c, r- *ecorv 
display screen unit; and 

i > v ) v tsi i! V i n 'nai'li ihva. 

6. a ar-deds 

?. (Previously Presented) A method for displaying information comprising: 
displaying computer generated information m a display screen region of a 
hand held devke in an area identified by permanent priming, wherein said hand 
held device comprises a main display screen region distinct from said display 
screen region, said main display screen region free of any area of permanent 
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printing, wherein said display screen region is implemented 'using a tlrst display 
screen unit, and said main display screen region is implemented using a second 
display screen unit: and 

sending information for a clock display to said first display screen unit 
automatically in response to a signal for turning off said second display screen 
unit. 

8,-19. (Canceled) 

2 <s fjv^uf 1 \ h nJ t,LK npt»U ^\vii *o* a > s 

' s s"><! vie*n >li So hsp| ( u_ ' ki r ^Ui 1, . f e utJ 
"ot 1 > ' «. ^1 s e*. - ll<>!' x !eJ K pe , a i\i»in t \ * 
a ^ > , ^ ^rw sc.' n > d spit \ i M! ^es.o f c "So"n< s v n e> 

<s .s", ^"kj ikii'- ' su )iiJ jm "> v. 1 1. er i -"J hi *i e 
?>, u ! - i< a x vl.i w \ \J f O -^o, j spl x ton 
uni d ^ e i*s dispk* >v. eeMmn - u * < .im eo wun < 

2 1.-23. (Canceled) 

2- >Pjc\ i-'i.f.sK i J re.sc-!tcd' In a fund 1st LI computet >> Mem. « mctUod tv>i d'spl ;\ing 

J T , > !>,< j p:ogt tm thermal,- ■■!: ,s m.i : n d ! spia\ 5c;cen tcL:>'n "1 
hand xiJ -.oaipnVf- sy^em: 
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in response to an event, displaying computer generated information on & 
second display .screen region identified by permanent printing therein, wherein 
said displaying computer generated Information doe? not interfere %v«h said 
displaying program information on said main display screen region: and 

wherein said event is an incoming phone call and wherein said computer 
generated information is a dialog enabling the receipt of said phone call. 

25.-27. (Canceled) 

28. (Previously) The method of claim x further comprising: 

sending information for a clock display to said first display screen unit automatically 
in response the signal for turning off said second display screen unit. 

-fV^-uj:\ .^ese ncd'i lie .x'd hold eom^ofo" tyMi";n o! elm- A\ w^e'esn tpc 
handhcsO uri: -s jon:k':j;ed n< e!;spi.sv tlrr-e-'ff-ctey in)<>r!:\Uvr. on sasd Mrs: M<?u\\ sCi-.ei 
u:sn j."..to.\a:lc- 1; .'t rospousv* ^<> the vgn.d niut>ng e ,v, he *.v *nd e'\->p.a> 4 a or' uns: 
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EVIDENCE APPENDIX 

None. 



11. RELATED PROCEEDINGS APPENDIX 
None. 
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